7/10/90 


Mr. Harry -Klvingstone 
P.0. Box 7149 
Baltimore,- w d. 21210 

Bear Harry, 

After the phone conversation just ended I think it Best for both of us that we have 
no more to do with ©;ch other. At least for a while. I'm not going to go through anything 
as irrational and provocative again and I think it best for you to avoid such tilings 
until you have more and better control over yourself. 

The one exception to this is your sending me a couple of pages of galley proofs 
Witn my handwrxting on them. As I told you I have, no recollection of ever seeing any 
of your galley proofs. Maybe it happend and I don t recall it but alfent a sample with 
my writing on it I have no reason to believe that "I made any correction^ r o*nj£t„ Insofar 
as the computer printout of the manusdript is concerned, J_ have that and 'the letter I 
wrote you in Baltimore, the only addeess I had — and I had no way of knowing that you 
«ere in Canada - and it is dated and your letter with which you sent the printout is 
dated and as a matter of fact, as distinguished from your alleged recollection, that can 
be answered, definitively. That 1 took a year to respond is just u p1»in lie. I responded 
as soon as it was possible. 

Hhat you believe is a gatter for you to contend with but for whatever attention 
you are willingrjto pay to anything I say, you believe what is not so and you got excited 
today because you to some degree realised this as we talked. If that is an appropriate 
word for the nature of our conversation. 

iou have actually gotten to the point xfcare you have talked yourself into believing 
that you are an expert on everything and know all there is to Know about everything. Two 
examples fromwhat you objected to in my letter that we did go into. One, your utter 
nonsesne about and "average" bullet, and you underscored the word, of which there is no 
such thing and about which you were both silly and stup^h in what you said to try to 
make out there xs. Another is your pwfco^jficating about the King assassination, about which 
you know nothing at all^nd about which you were lOCfa incorrect. Instead of trying to 
justify this kind of thing and then believing whatever pops into your mind, why don t you 
back off and ask yoursself the obvious questions: what do you know as a matter of faqt 
that in any way justified your make those bald statements^ oaf. nonfact? And if you do not 
have the knowledge required, why do you run-off so about" ttesa such things? 

x T m not trying to argue. I'm trying to get you to back off and - fcMnV, 

I tell you again, only one reporter ever asked me anything about your book and I 

refused to comment. I've not made any effort to ridicule you. With regard to that aP 

reporter you brought up here more than a decade ago, I have no recollection b£ what he 
asked me and what I said. But as I told you today when you grossly misrepresented what I 
actually said at the bottom of the first page of my letter of the 16, j^you were here, you 

heard what he asked and what I said, and if I'd said anything to ridicule you, you had 

nothing to keep you from protesting to me, then or later, or to tell him whatever you 

might have wanted to tell ''§d£ > A:o see to it that I did not ridicule you. As I aaso told 

you, I obviously had no control over what he wrote. I am pretty sure I suggested that 
you send me a copy and offered to apologize if I'd said anything wrong or in ridicule. 

- note that you phoned instead of doing tjsat. 

I dontt know what your problem is but you do have a problem and I hope you can 
find some way of coming to grips with it. Trying to get me to believe that up is down when 

you say up is down and I say it isn't p'on't work and would not do any good. There is 

reality and I hope you can detach yourself from whatever is driving you so and come to 
recognize what is and is not real. And until I know this has happened I do not want to 
see you or converse with you. Tou know I should not be as provoked as I was. 

Best wishes, Harold Weisberg 



